The Alabama Claims Question
Before the Britllh P“r’n

Earl Russell and the Lord Chancellor on
Mr. Seward’s Position.

Mr. Disraeli on the Conspiracy
Against the Church.

The Junard mail steamship Australasian, Captain
McMicken, which left Liverpool at eleven A. M. on
the 25th and Queenstown on the 20th of Mareh, ar-
rived at this port yesterday morning, bringing a mail
roport, in detail of our cable despatches, dated to
tier day of salling from Liverpool.

ENGLAND.

The Alabamn Claims—Enrl Russell in Defence
of the English Position=What Does Nr.
Sewnrd Really Ask ¢
In the House of Lords on the 27th of March Earl

Pussall satd:—1 rise for the purpose of calllng your

lordships’ attention to the eommission on the Neu-

trality laws and of moving for any COTTeS-
pondence that may have taken place between thia
government and the American government respect-

ing the Alabama and other clalms, My object in 8o

doing i3 that we may avold falling intoan error just

the opposite of that into which mony members of

both llouses of Parliament were disposed to fall a

few years ago. During the progress of the clvil war

in America It was evident that & conslderable num-
ber of members were hardly prepared to perform in
goud faith all the daties ol neutrallty towards the

United Staies and to abstain from everythi 1o

v ideh thit government could justly take exce

1 remember that when on one occasion I had men-

tioned the “so-called Coufederate States™ a noble

lord, then in o?puulzlun. sald 1 might just as well
have spaken of the “sfo-called United tes,” and
the same noble lord indolged ina pal ric npon

Mr. Lodeid, who, in my view, was usurping ghe preroga-

tive of the Crown and unrﬁuuvur to make war on

s own aceount, thereby ranning the rsk or involv.

ing thia couniry in hosulities, It be remeimn-

bered that, in tue presence of nlnﬁrwmpﬂnr of
members of the House of Commons, Mr, Laird said
he was proud of having fitted out the Alabams, and
mueh preferred belng the bailder of that vessel to
laving made such o speech as Mr. Bright had re-
cently delivered, Moreover, some noble friends of
nuine objected very strongly to our allowing shi]

drted vut in this cuumr{, lor the purpose of runnifg
the blockade Lo be subject to the common law of
nations, which exposed merchant ships to the risk of
capture i they carried anything coniraband of war.

‘Tiiey were lor protecting such ships by the naval

foree of this conntry. 11ind that the danger now ls

of a totally ditterent kind. 7jind that the partiality
for the Souwth has a ceased, and that instead
of the difioulty which I had to encounter as the

Mintster ar the Crinon, in forming the duties qf

newtrality, there is a culty tn preserving the

proper position and dignity of this muutrg‘amrrms
unreasonable or wunfounded demands, ot that

I think any objection can be taken to the course

thit has been pursued by the American government,

1t {8 only natural that people who suffered from the
cupture of their merchant ships and the destroction

«f their prope should come to us for redress,

They have stated their case very temperately, and it

i8 not from them that any of the excitement which

has lately Em\ruled hus arigen, It I8 persons in this
country who, when the excitement respecting these
claims was entirely allayed In America, have raised
the question anew, belng apparently appreheunsive
that we sbhall have to meet the heavy cluims which
have been nder these circumstances [
fear that the government may be so pressed that,
either by lation or by the introduction of a bill
into Parliament at a time when the business of the
sesslon 18 hurrled tirough—or, perhmps,”by both
modes—our pogition as a neutral nation may be
endangered, and we may concede demands (o rrglcn,
as an independent Power, we ought not to submit,

Now, just before 1 left the Forelgn Ofice [ had & cor-

respondence with Mr. Adums, and [ cannot mention

thal gentleman's name without expressing my high
estgem und respect for him—(hear, hear)—the valhe

1 ?lnce upon his character, and the assurance

I reel that n  conducting b he did

everything which honor and good faith and

moderation  could prescribe.  While carrying
out the orders of his government his invarighly
concliiatory conduct tended to render casy what
would otherwise have been an almost im ible
task, (Hear, hear.) When about to leave the For-
eign Oftice 1 wrote to Mr., Adams, stating the whole
ciase of the British government, and sbout a fort-

t afterwards an answer wis recelved my
noble rrlmg} Lord Clarendon, ;iol.:ﬁ throug

points on which I lmd touched. 1 had stated that I

thonght (he conduct of the Unlted States towards

Portugal in 1818 was such as might advantageo

be fellowed, since when some Portuguese ships

been captured by privateers tftted oot in America

they did wll that was required b,r thelr neutral posl-
tion and by thelr dignity a8 an Independent State.

Mr. Adams, at the commencement of his letter,

stated that on that point he entirely agreed with me,

that there was no need of carrylug on any corre-
spondence upon the law of the case, since the two
governments were agreed upon it. 1 had expresaed

& hope that there might be some legisiation whic

would tend to ascertiin more precisely the position

of neulrals and on which both Powers mlgut agree,

Mr, Adams, remarking upon this, sald;—

8o long sa the beavy lst of depredstions upon Ameriean
commerce conseguent upou the Issue of & succession of hose
tile eruisors, bulf&. ntted out, armed, manned and pavigated
irom Britsn ports, continues to welgh apon thelr minds It
w-:lllhi be tho beight of assurance Lo expect any commwon legise
Lallon.

Upon this Lord Clarendon, in a letter dated the 24
of December, 1865, remarked:—

It Ia, nevertheloam, duly in closing this correspondence
w nh:rrru that no nﬂnagd veksel dﬂlull.,u‘d during the m from
.lstmuh por to cruise sgainst the commurce of the Unlied
Slalea,

Thug, while there was an agreement respecting the
law of the case there was the widest dulfercnes with
respect to the facts, The noble lord who now holds
the seald of the Forelgn OMee differed from me, Lnos.
miuch s he thought 1t would be wise to submit the
question to arbitration, | didnot anticipate any great
advantages from such o course, but I saw no rea-
sull whatever against his muﬁn‘ it Ir he be-
loved it would jead to beneficial resuits. But as
10 the guestions o be submitted to arbitration, |
own I canuot conear with her Majesty's present gov-
ernment, It seems to me that Mr, Adams havin,
siited that a succession ol hostile crolsers, manne
and armed by this country, had been sent out to proy
upon the comuicree of the United States, and Eunl.
Cikrendon having distinetly denied that assertion,
the first tllin¥ for an arbiter or for any comumission
that might be appointed to imvestigate would be
the facts,  IF It was found that there had been armed
vossels, or even If there had been vessels bullt and
equipped in this country that had gone out to prey
on the connperce of the United states, it would then
become o substantive guestion to ascertaln whether
there had been uny want of due diligence on
the part of the govermment of thin  country.
In the meantime it woull seem to be useless
to place 80 vague a question before an arbiter
as whekher this country was morally responsible for
that whieh had peen done during the war, Evi-
dently that would be an entirely independent ques-
tiom. 1 know not in what manner wny arbiter o
commission could proceed unless first o asceriaiy the
facts of the case. * * * lown It seeius to me that
weé have already in spivit gone for enough in our
n ity laws, 1t would be o wise precantlon to
give T power 1o the exceutive governnent over
?r \v;s;c ltmnéltl‘nﬂt-: leave our coast for hel

rpoacs, u we were by trealy or b
law :m realm to impose such further ummutmnﬁ
as [ have just mentioned, and if we, ag a sAlp Luild.

ing country, el to #top unarmed vessels from
leaving our coast, thiat wouid be s dangerous ubiigu-
tion into which her Majesty's government ongint no
to enter. Another mu ion bns been mades with
to the Alabama claims and our diferences
with America, It Is understood to have been mude
by Mr. Beward—namely, that every other quesilon
with to which we have had controversies with
the United States as to the meaning of treaties und
the occupation of territory should be considered ut
the same time, and that we dhould come, If possibie,
to W agreement on all these polois. | be-
liove to bo & very wise and practicable sugges-
and at all eveuts we should endeavor to settle
all matters, My lords, 1 will now ask my noble
friend how soon the report of the Neutrality Com-
mission will be lald on the tabie.

The Lonp CRANCELLOR—This time last year, as the

noble earl has stated, & royal commission was ap-

her Majesty ls at pew!i and further to report what,
i ought be made wmt%othem in-
¢ i and bring them into full con-
her Majesty's inwernational obligations,

. The other guestion put by the noble

lord Is to ar'eormwnaanu which may have
een her .lﬂ’u'l vernment
pt of the U'nl Stu1t_m n reference

tion of these claims. If I rightly uanderstand the
noble earl, the doubis which he sugrested as to ar-
bitration of that kind were roally only two, The

American go
Iﬂﬂw Mr, Adams had contended that armed
8hipe had left the of this country, whereas Lord
e Y A

w

m%mor&:&m&ﬁ tgwnm
are DECeSsATy rred to arbitra-
tlonuqneulnn?on-v. I should desire to know how
:lalnuunn of fact of that kind, asserted on one side
digputed on the other, is to be determined unleas
you are able to evoke the aid of some i ndent

stance the erican government mﬁmm._.mg:
8 to , that there shall be arbitration as
to the liability of the government of this country
with to the claims In question, But

ond and since that concession on our part,

at
try so them. Inanswer to that the argu-
ment of my noble friend has been so simple, and [
venture to say 80 conclusive, that in a very few sen-
tences I will renind &nur lordshipa of it, My noble
fr| oontended in the fArst place that that question
I altogether irrelevant to the claims a out of
the case of the Alabama and of other ships, and irrele-
vant for this remson: it hasa never been disputed on
elther side that there was a time at which, beyond all
doubt, the recognition of the United Stotes as bel-
ligerents must have been proper and necessary on
the part of this countrys (Hear, hear) If
we take that time—It matters little whether
it a mouth sooner or later—about the
or tho date of the battle of

this country,
which was in the Aprll following. Next, my noble
friend hns contended that, according to the priciples
of international law, Accord to all authorities on
international lnw, according the authorities re-
cognized by the United States government itaelr, the
question whether s neutral wer shall at any
particular time recognize a slate of war between
two Poweis which are actually at war Is a matter
entirely to be decided by the neutral Power ltsclf,
and that there are no data upon which any arbitrator
or independent tribunal can be called upon to pro-
nounee whether the recognitlon was proper or was

lmgmper. Thirdly, noble friend has contended —
and this, perhaps, will be quite sumclent even if
there were no_otlier argument in the case—that be-

fore the government of this country recognized the
Bouthern States as belligerents the government of
the United States Itsell had recognized the Southern
states in that capacity by declaring the blockade of
their ports, which could be declared only upon the
footing that o state of war exisied. My noble friend
bas pointed out that If the question were to be re-
openeéd It would go further than the United States
has proposed, because it would entitle us to
claim compensation for all ca made by
the United States government of ships that
were breaking the blockade. That s the siage at
which the negotintions—I hope only for the present—
bave come to a halt, The noble earl referred, in
words which I am sure would find & response (n the
minds of all your lordships, to the character, great
eminence and ability of the distinguished statesman
who has been so long the Minister to this country of
the United States, and whose departure from this
country in that papacity we all, 1 am sure, extremel
regret, (Hear, hear,) 1counld not help l)elng muc
struck by some observations made by that very emi-
nent person a few days ago. on the sub-
ject which has now occupled your lordshipa’ atten-
tion, Mr. Adams 18 to have sald:—**The sum
of all true di?lomac,r to be found in the Christian
maxim of doing to your neighbor that which you
would he should do to you, and where the will 1s

B w% of ment is sure ultimstely to be
ound." ¥ lerds, | think we have shown subsatan-
tially that our will for the adjustment of this dim-
culty 18 1 am willing to take according to the
F“ﬂw t Mr. Adams states of the will and incling-
ion of the American government. It will be strange,
indeed, my lo if with that atate of mind on both
sides an ment of thia cully does not
belore long present itaelf. (Hear, hear.)

Lord Wesrsury (the whole of whose remarks
could not be distinclly heard) wished to offer a few
observations, which, sald, would be elicited by
the regret he felt that these lons for arbitra-
tion had been suspended for atime. He thou
they were suspended under some misapprehension
of the nature of the clapim intended to be brought
forward by the United States. It was ennmeli
desirable to ascertaln with accurncy what ough
to be the condition of the arbitration. In the
discussion of this matter we oftem heard the

hrase *interoational law” and “breach of interna-
lonal law."” No word could be more inappropriate
to express the mutual o lons between nations
than whe word “‘law,” for 1 was no law what-
ever. There were, however, certuin rules which
had been agreed to by civilized nations, and *which
derived t authority and force merely from the
consent of thelr governmenta. Throughout the
whole of thess discussions false notions were Incl-
dentally suggesied by the use of the phruse “ioter-
national law. " ”

The Lord Chancellor wished to correct two errors
into which s noble and learned friend had inad-
vartently follen and which, if left unnoticed, might
create some misappreliension elsewhere, HIS noole
und learned friend had put a very Ingenious con-
gtruciion upon the demand made on the part of the
United States government by Mr. Seward. Al he
could say was thatl the explanation which his noble
end learned friend had ol had never been given
by My, Sawvard himself, and for this very good rea-
gon, that {r all that was desived was that the pre-
uature repogmition, as it was tevmed, of a state of
belligerency was to be made a tople of evidence be-
Jove the arbitrator going to support claims in other
respects, that was not a thing to be stipulated for
beforehand, It was a question for the arbitrator
Who wad the judge of what was relevant and what
was not, It was a thing unbeard of that o subnis-
slon to arbitration should contain A reference Lo
what was to be addoced In eévidence before the ar-
bitrator. The other error he desired to correct was
the statement of lis noble aud learned reiend that
the negotintions had broken off. The exact point at
which they stood was this:—Mr. Smeard's last com-
Tmication contained a proposel in sonwer hat gene-
vl ernas of a comTnission W dngwire into all the
clatma,  His noble friead had requested Mr, Sorard
1o deseribe more acewrately whot would be ofost at
by that comuviagion and R was now auwalting MNr.
Seward s eeplanation.  (Hear, hear)

Premier Disracll n til! Church Crisla=('nbl-
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In the House of Lords on the 26th uitimo the Com-
ulsory Church Rates Abolition bill was read for the
rat time, and the second reading was fixed for the

80th of March. v

In the House of Commons on the same evening Mr,
Fawcett guve notice that at an early day after ter,
he should move the following resolution:— -

That fofon of this House Roman Catholl
“n':’:.ﬂ.? ol=a1? inhnbitants oﬁrdum ought to F;l’

Presb:

! unlity with thoss of the Establishod Churel
End I.Il.n‘:p:‘lll1 l:: ;&hu‘ixl. fessorahips and scolarabips o
Trinity Collegs, Dublin, bo removed.

Mr, Fawcett sald he Intended a!so to move for a selent
comumittee with the view of adminlstering and arrang-
ing the revenues of that college, 8o that it should more
properly fullll the functions of & natlonal universily,
The House went inio committee on the army csti-
mutes, and 4 nnmber of voles were agreed to with-
out discussion,

The British Volunteers.
On the volunteer vote an interesting conversation
arose I the House of Commons, during which ur-

ent appeals were made to the ?vemmem for fur-
ther assistance, In support of which it was alleged
that additional ald was indlspensably necessary, in-
agmuch a8 m of the moat efflclent volunteers,
especially among the artisan classes, were unable 1o
bear the expense thrown upon them, more particu-
Iurly for renewals of nniform, and that many of the
oficers were compelled to make good any deficien-
cies in the present grant.

Sir John Pakington indignantly repudiated the in-
ginuation that the government was indifferent to the
volunteer movement, On the contrary, they felt the
utmost admiratlon for the zeal and 'rl rliotism of the
volunteers, and if they had consulted thelr personal
inclinations they would have readily complied with
the applications made to him; but they were obliged
to consider the demands which at the present time
were made upon the public purse, wnd take into
conslderation the increased amount of the estimates

18 year.

Brillinnt Reception by Madame Disraeli=Mr.
Adams Obtnins o Grand Citizen Chance.
On the evening of the 25th of March the Premler
and Mrs, Disraeli held a grand reception in that wing
of the new government offices in Downing street,
London, which will in the future be devoted to the
purposes of the Forelgn OfMece. The aMalr was of &
most brillisnt description and the ocoasion of the
thering together of the prineipal notabilities of the
ritiah metropolis, The Prince and Princess of
Wales, the Duke of Cambridge and the principal for-

temLl AS Were
Mr. Plerre nlmmuwe had on tak-
:om 1 ’ut . Bdwards,

for instance-—~he to know whether his Honor
wguld mike “Iﬁb-: nrerm?e.to that.

i counsel sppearing
peopdlgedauired to examine Mr. Edwurds on amdavit
mf{ could do so, the same as the other witnesses.

r. Plerrepont asked what was to be done with
the testimony already taken; was it to be wasted?

b] Barnard—It will be stricken out, not wusted.
Mr. Plerrepont wished to know whether the court
declined to let them go on with the examination of
n%@ BArniurd—Yes, sir, I do.

(] —Yea, air,

Mr. Plerrepont sald that on the examination of
Mr. Haskin, yesterday, that gentleman had testifled
to circumatances connected with a conversation be-
tween himself and Mr. Dudley Fiel
it would be only proper that Mr. Field should have
the same opportunity of making his public state-
ment of that sMair as had been given to Mr. Haskin,
a.nd;.he: were entitled to that us & matter of right

and

Mr. Clark regretted that Mr, Fleld was not to be
allowed to go on the witness stand a8 he desired as
em'neuu{ a3 Mr. Plerrepont did to have the oppor-
tunity of examining Mr. Field,

Mr. Pierrepont sald that was what he wanted.

Judge Barnard stated that that was what he did
not want. He had already been buslly 1
during the day in the other court room, and did not
intend to sit here to grutl!ﬁlrmrenlnenn curiosity,

Mr. Clark sald he called Mr, Haskin yesterday a8 &
witness to usk him no questions that were not rele-
vant to the contempt case, There had been testi-
mony adduced on that examination which was scan-
dalous, but he had not brought it outl and was not
responsible for it. All that reinained to be done now
wid that his Honor should appoint some honorable,
high minded man, t whom each party shouid
have no objection, 'ore whom this examination
could be had, so that either party might have the
right to an _ex parte examination. He thought Mr.
Brady and himself conld agree upon some such sult-
able person as referee,

Judge Barpard sald an examination of the par-
ties before a4 referce was not necessary, until such
tine as the witness refused to give his testimony.
In regard to the examination of Mr. Fleld, he (Mr.
Fieid) could make his anldavit ex parte, and would
have the same publicity given to his tesiimony as
liad been given to thal laken yeste y

Mr. Brudy sald he appeared this afternoon exclu-
#lvely to attend to the examination of Mr. Field.
course he had had no notice on his side of the case
that there had been any conference between his Honor
and other eminent gentlemen a8 to what course
should be taken, He had come to take charge of
Mr. Ficlds' case, and as rds whatever had
happened he took the whole resonsibillty of it. it
belonged to him exclusively—every quesilon, every
suggestion, as it would also belong to him hereafter.
He simply asked now that Mr. Fleld have the oppor-
tunlty to be heard in the matter publicly, as the other

elgn ambassadors, Including Mr. Adams, United
States Minlster, were present during the evening.
This was the first reception given by Mr. Disracli
since his election to the post of Premier.

The Cotton Trade.

On the 20th ult. a numerous deputation represent-
ing a1l branches of the cotton trade, and headed by
Mr. Bagley, M. P. for Munchester, waited on the
Duke of Hichmond, President of the Engllsh Board
of Trade, to urge the government Lo introduoe
into Parlinment a bill providing for the periodical
collection and publleation of ecotton stafistica,
Various arguments were adduced in support of the
movement. The Duke of Hichmond concurred in
the opinion that the subject was one of great import-
ance, and Intimated his intention to briug the matter
befoce the £abinet, with whom its treatment must

THE COURTS.

SUPREME COURT—GENERAL TERM.

The Erie Litigntion=('onclusion of the Argue-
ment on the Appeals.
Before Judes Barnard, Ingraham and Cardozo.

Yesterday morning Mr. David Dudiey Field ap-
peared at the Sopreme Court, General Term, before
Judges Barnard, Ingraham and Cardozo, to close the
argument on the appeals from orders made at Special

Term in the great Erle Ratlway Mtigation. ‘TTe main
jon of this argument wad, of course, devoted to

e discussion of the principal appeal, which was that
taken from the order of Mr. Justice Barnard appoint-
i Geol A. Ofgood recelver of the proceeds of
’nﬁ_m worth of Erie stock, alleged to have been
lssued [n violation of an Injunction.

Mr. Field argued that if the proceedings on which
the appointment of Mr, Osgood was made were reg-
Jular his opponents should have directed some por-
tion of thelr argument to maintaining this polut on
the preceding day,

Mr. Charles A, Rapallo objected to Mr, Fleld rals-
ing this guestion now, as under the ruling of the
court on Tuesday they were restricted as to the time
to be devoted to the argoment, and it was not fair to
call upon them now to go further on that question.
Mr. Fleld resumed, and argoed that the appoint-
ment of the recelver was made without proper
grounds, and it was an unusual exerclse of the
power of the court, even 1if Mr. Skidmore, on
whom the papers were served In court, conld be con-
gidered as representing the Erie Rallway Company,
Mr, Skidmore had never been charged with havl
possession of the money, and the amdavits showe
that the company never had It, and the order was
made without notice to any person in whose pos-
sesslon the funds then were, Still, If the les
who had the money were then before the court no
case for the appointinent of 4 receiver had been
made out, Plaintit acknowledged that the stock
charged to have been issued In exeess was fssued In
conversion of bonds which had been lssued for
the purposes of the company, and such issue
of bonds was allowed by the general ralirosd
law, Dut It was said to have been l(ssued In
violation of an injunction. Now, was it the
injunction in the suit of the ple, or
wis it some other injunction? It wouald be o new
doctrine to assert that a vielation of an Injunction
in one sult may be avenged by the plaintir in an-
other suit when thoe parties to that suit do not com-
pluin. There was no evidence to show that the
stock was lssued In vielntlon of the injunction in
the Schiell snit. The statute provided that there must
be a regular contempt procesding Lo punish for the
violation of an Imjunction, and it conld not be
grounds for the appointment of a receiver in any
cuse,  But without any reference to the merits of the
proceeding the Injunction grauted by Judge Clerke,
wnd which was brought to the notiee of the court
and counsel on the day the order was made was an
Insuperable obstacie; that injunction was treated
with temptuous disregard, and had it not been

met Attempt ant n “Ne Popery” Agitati

The Union of Church and State.

When the Australasian left Liverpool the position
taken by Mr. Disracil in rl to the Irish Church
was producing a cry of “No Popery" in some
quarters, and the following letter, addressed by the
Premicor to Lord Dartmouth, as ut of the
Natlonal Union of Conservatives and the Constitu-
tional Assoclations, was attralting altention. He

ALY E—
10 Dowxing BTaRnT, March 1668,
MY Lonp—I have received with pride and wft"m the
memorial of the Connell of the Natloual Unlon of the Con-
stltutional Associntione connected with that body, in which

thay expreas thelr confidence in me and their thorongh deter.

of her Mujesty. Such e of feeling on part of
Iand, 1o my opwion the erfsl

Which has hitherio heen the chief means of our civiilsstion

. I hare tho

H. DISRAELL
¥iscount Nevill forwarded for publication the fol-
the National Uniun of Conservative and Constitu-

mination to support by all means (o thelr powsr Lhe govern-
mont | have furmed Ly the command and with the spproval
Inthuential boal zﬁm enoouragl .
tune, *{' hl":‘gl:"; oloﬂm el f .
nof England

for the purpose s now and that by & nrful
of destroying (bt -.J:.i':." bnw-': ﬁh um
anil 1e the only seciurity 1 liglo
honor o r!,m:hl. nlal; lardu,rnou‘:',’:lb:ﬂ‘lwhm

The itight Honorable the Earl of DAnTsov T,

Disraell Endorsed by Lord Derby.

lowing letter, addressed by Lord Derby to the Earl
of Dartmouth, in reference to a resolution passed by

donal Associstions, ex
ment from public ltes e TC O reurel &b s retire-

§r. J arch
M7 Lorp—T have to :ctn:u:"’ “B“.Iu' .

.
with the livetiast gra-
ftude the nddress which done
of transmitting (o me na’ n&hmil ‘tL“‘J't' utlllnbﬁl and

annexed, kindly expressing their .m at n-u b
from office, and thalr o
W iake 1 ml}:’”m‘l’.?l.;ﬂl e

& part In i business of ithe
eountry. It I8 not without
wietlon of the absolute uuulll‘y af""lt‘.'.?;.'}.ﬁ'.’.ﬁ‘" s
gt Lo pak p 1o withdraw mt‘ﬁu‘v‘l‘
[ ﬁm o whose gracious favor 1 am so desply in-
.Mf never -{ ofielnl connestion with s y
which for so many years lina honorsd mui\hluwnﬂmq
ﬁ‘:nmh?dnpm l?' g A
to empowared o tru

The Cabiaet * Change of Front "—('wuse und
Danger of the Movement,

nel.mdnnmwlunrmmm
ul’tllllnmlﬂoll of '.l'.l & change of fron
ox

which m"g :r"ﬂ be [
except
P A T
v Om_ a8 rue
ﬂgml'tl Mr. Disrasll's nln"!ﬂllﬂ rmu::
Lord Staniey’s

effected thia doubtfal movement,

st variance with Mr. Disraslis
policy of the Cabinet, AL
week Mr, Disraell decinred his

m niog of the
um 10 meet Me, Glodetoue's resolutious lu

for the discretion of counsel the court would have
vacated the order at once, instead of dhm It
But to go back to the 14th of Mareh, der
what ocenrred on the procecdings in the matter of
the attachment of Mr. Diven. Counsel were not then
thiuking of anything further, as, the attachment hav-
ing Leen served, the procecding was out of court.
One of the connsel then rose in his place and sald,
“I now ask for an order to show cause why @ sup-
plemental complaint sbould not be fied aod & re-

celver appointed.”

Mr. Rapallo au?med that It be madi: returnable
on Monday moralug, but the court sald, “Let It be
made returnable with,” and thercupon the
papers, and without examining them inserted the

word “forthwith,” and handed them back. Oeun-
sel then handed the papers to Mr,
more, who was his  ball with

Sheriff, and In less time than one could walk across
the room three l.lgal Judge HlAn.nni B, "D:l:
up sn order lhor?e Osgood recel
w?‘l.h ucunuﬁpan mulﬁlnu of dollars,”* .
Mr. Pleld concluded by saying that it waa for the J
court to say whether sach n t should be
b B S, s,
tice of the mﬁ% something w?o with it} the
S s RS ptop v e
L Aan @ )
nn“nml md this State ahould Mﬂﬂ
the miniaters of ) would depend in po small
Hu upon thelr decision.
- e court then took the papers, reserving its de-
o,

SUPREME COURT—CHAMBERS.

bt mhm‘.m
: 18 Aeat Mr. F.

mm-m o.urt to d mammn

bring him & chair,

J Barnard repiled that he did not think Mr.

Clurk would requirs a ohalr, as on consultation with
Aoine gentieman whom he had a right to consuit he

i ze Barnara) had determined thnt lastosd of wils

wiL: 4 had been. .
Mr. Clark, in mpa;. sald that he would give Mr.
Brady @ promse that if he lived he (Mr. Brady)

should have the upportunnﬁ of examining Mr.
Ficld before a releree, they could agree
apon & gentleman who should be acceptable,
anid concluded by asking the court that an
order be entered which would enable them to
secure the attendance of Mr. Jay Gould on the
examination to be had, or he might not be in cus-
tody when required for the pur of the case.
Une of the judges of the Court of Common Pleas had
issued a writ of habeas corpus requiring cause to be
shown why Mr. Gouid should be held to and
after having him brought before the court him
commitied to the custody of an oficer of the Court
of Common Pleas, who had let him run away, Mr.
Gould did not appear before that court yesterday on
the hearing of that case, but was reported to be In
Albany. He merely d 8o far ns he was con-
cerned, that nothlgg should be wanting to compel
the parties to answer for this extraordinary eifort to
bring into contempt the administration of justice in
this great State, .

Judge Barnard, in reply to Mr. Fleld, who asked
for the uppolntment of & referee, sald that he had
muade the pply order in the case he would make to-
day, and that the matter would now stand adjourned
until Thursday next st three o'clock P. M.

The crier adjourned the court, and the large (and
largely disappolinted) audience withdrew,

The Dissolution of the Erie Injunctlons te be
Argued To<=Dny.
Before Judge Sutherland.

Richard Scheld vs, The Erie Raihway Company et
al., d¢.—A number of motions in the Erie litigation
were on the calendar of this court yesterday, and on
this case belng called Mr., Dudley Fleld answered,
"%;M mtli -~ n}'uung." d behalf of th

r. Yanderpoel, who appeared on [+ L]
Vanderblit pariy, stated that he was not o
proceed owing to the absence of soime of the counsel
wssocinted with him, Mr. Fullerton being then en-
B in tr; a case at the Circult, and he wished
to know whether his Honor would reach this case
In its reguiar order.

Mr. Fleld said he understood there were about alx-
teen counsel e:fnzcd on Mr. Vande I's side of the
case, and he did not think what the absence of one of

them was o reason why the case should be urned.

Judge Sutherland sald the case then before lilm,
and which was unfinished from the ‘Precadlns duy,
would occupy about two hours, and that another
c?“ﬁ vn:Is ready which would occupy the remalnder
of the day.

Mr. Fleld asked that the motions might be set down
for to-day, when Mr. Vanderpoel desired to know
whether the court intended to sit on Good Friday.

The court sald that Judge Ingralinm had sald that
Chambers wasa sometimes held on Good Fruday, but
he could not teil whether such bolding of court re-
ferred to litigated motiona,

After a httle further colloqulal exerclse, in which
allusions were made (o the court over which Pontius
Pilate presbded on the day of which this s the annl-
vel;;ury. the motions were placed on the calendar for
to-day.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS—CHAMBERS.

The Erie Litigntlon=The Gould Contempi
Case=Habens Corpus Proceedings.
Before Jndge Barrett.

The People ex rel, Jay Gould vs. The Sheriff af the
City and County of New York.—This case, which was
adjourned owlng to the absence of the relator, came
up for hearing this morning at the sitting of the
court, Messrs, Burrill, D. Dudley Field and J. T.
Brady were counsel for Mr. Gould, and Messrs, Ful-
lerton, Vanderpoel and Rapallo for the Sherlr,

Mr. Vanderpoel ingaired whoetier Mr. Gould

court,

Mr. Burrill observed that he did not know whether
the court had been Informed with regard to Mr.
Giould belng detalned by Hiness,

The Couri—That matter was referred fo yester-
day, and anidavits were read in corroboration of the
statement,

Mr. Burrill sald that all that conld be done was to
let the matter stand over until Mr. Gould could be
got here,  Mr. Gould, owing to his lllness, was not
in & condition to leave Albany. The other ul&n of

was in

CUurse A right to decling proceed wi
Investigation In his absence. He dld not know
whether the other side disputed the t "
Goald's llinesa,

Mr. Vanderpoel—We dispute the ht of Mr.
Gould to leave the jurlsdiction of th:’.eout.
Mr. Burrill read the statute to the effect that siok-

, nnd as it was that 1t w

proper to back to New York, %
nnwm% up the of Mr,

by f kg ekt ko e praoer
:L:l‘u'u , and If he wished o prove hig state-
ment 1§ must done Ly some p&m
himsell As n‘nnnmmuml nnallho
very much take the out of his
mwdm:.‘n‘o. me in & very ombarraseing
T ' case was adjousned til
BSaturday morning.
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arge falsoly
In his aMdavit annexed to e Inventory of property,
and on his examinaton bofore the Regis.er. in tue

rae of the prooceedings In
material fu:s mwns the &mmmm uy
h&'m"&u- ed bywvg'iﬁ n.ntlt%w ]
e ik 8 Vo el of e
to the dal

not delivering Lo

:hnnhrp ‘ '_“’tg,h.l.mu:mumeut
IW inventory, and which he wad
not to retaln under ‘&wvi.nnunr the

act, and has made a fraudulent or transfer of
wh his wifs, contrary to the provisions of

QOooke and Lounsbury for bankrupt; W. Lawton for
Petitions Filed Yesterday.

Charles P. .
¥ l?ﬁﬂlmn. Dutohess county
Btoner 8, New York city—Referred to Re-
Edward Behrard, New Y. —Referred to Re-
gisier Davion. -

J h Kem and Nathan Kem, r, New York
e afornad es fe Alle o —

e Reglater 0.
. Dbtm ;l; Rood, New York city—Referred to Regis-
Joseph Mu New York city—Reforred to Regis-
tor Bolohum? " il "

SUPREME COURT—~CENERAL TERM.

The Right of Citizens to See the Public Records
Denled—The Cornell Mandamus Roversed.
Before Judges Barnard, Ingraham and Sutheriand.

The Peopie, ez rel. Henry, vs. Oharles @. Cornell,
Stregt Commissioner, dio.—Yesterday, the appeal
made by Mr. 0'Gorman, Corporation Counsel, from
the order made by Judge Barnard granting to a
citizen the right to inspect the papers in the office of
Street Commissioner Cornell came onto be heard.

It will be remembered that on September 6{ 1868,
Mr, Richard M. Henry, a member of tlie Citizens’ Asso-
clation, ap{.saared In' the Supreme Court and made
an amdavit that he had applied to the Street Com-
missioner for leave toseeand Inspect certain con-
tracta in the Street Department relating to the public
works of the city and that the Street Commissioner
refused to allow him to Inspect them. Judge Bar-
nard thereupon granted a mandamus raqunﬁg the
Street Comim ner to permit Mr. Henry to see
those eontracts or show cause to the contrary to the
court. The Stmetcomtﬂg.ﬂoner agpeamd in court and
made an aMdavit adm ni that he had charge of the
contracta for the beneft of the city and Its citizens;
that Mr. Henry had asked to see all the contracts
for the year 1883; that he (the Street Commissioner)
wad fearful that the reco is oMoe might be
destroyed If any citizen could come In apd see them
whenever he chose; also that it would Keep a larger
number of clerks and more office room 1o Accommo-
date such persons, if thelr right to see the contracts
Was established, Judge Barnard, however, decided
that the Street Commissioner was bound to ghow the
contracts In his office to Mr. Heary, thus establishing
the right of lull; citizen to examine the public acts
and records of the city officials. Mr, 0'Gorman ap-
pealed from Judge Barnard's decision, and the argu-
ment of appeal was heard yesterday morning, r-
poration Counsel O'Gorman appeared for the late

treet Commissioner, Mr, Cornell, and Joscph F.
Daly, the counsel of the Cltizens' Assoclation, ap-
peared in support of the declsion.

After full argument the court reversed the order
below, thus declding that the citizens had not the
right to such inspection, hard O'Gorman for ap-
pellants; J. F. Daly for respondent,

The Gas C et of the C Councll=The
Injunction Appealed From.

Christopher Pullman v, The Mayor, &o,, the Com-
mon Council and the Street Commissioner.—In 1566
the Common Council of this clty passed over the
Mayor's veto a resolutlon directing the Street Com-
missioner, Charles G. Cornell, to advertise for propo-
sals and make a contract to supply the city with

F”' From the terms of the resolution and other
acts It was understood that this contract was to he
made with some new gas company and ronlmﬁ
period. Mr. Pullman, who wus thén & member
the Common Council, protested against this resolu-
tion, on the ground that it would authorlze and was
intended to authorize o contract for twenty years,
binding the city to pay over $1,000,000 a year for
a supply of gas; that at the then high price of gas
and coal (1566) It would be wasteful and ruinous to
make a twenty years contract. Finally Mr. Pull-
man, failing to stop the scheme in the Common
Counetl, nggued to the Supreme Court for an in-
Junetion res E t mhkin& of such a
contract. Judge ted the Injunction,
this Injunction has been held ever since. Mr.

'Gorman, the Corporation Counsel, who opposed
the m}uncﬁnﬁ In the first instance, now brings un ap-
peal from it to the General Term, and the ment
on it was had to-day before a full bench (Ju In-
graham, Cprdozo and Barnard). Mr. O'Gorman
argued on behalf of the Common Councll that Mr.
Puliman had no standing in court and no t to
bring this sult and obtain the injunction, ande.
the act of the Legislature which suthorized him to
brifhg the suit was tutlonal. Mr. Charles
Tracy and Mr. Joseph F. Dng. for Mr, Pullman,
argued in favor of retain the injunction and in
support of the law of 1804 (chapter 508), under which
any member of the Common Council or other citizen
mnﬁpme@d to suit to restrain any unlawlul waste
of the public moneys,

The court reserved its decplon.

R. 0'Gorman for the city; Charles Tracy and J. F.
Daly for the respoudent.

. SUPREME COURT—SPECIAL TERM.

The Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rall-
road Controversy=A Recelver of the Pro-
ceeds of the New Stock Appointed.

Before Judge Cardozo,

James Fisk, Jr., ve. The Chicago, Rock Island and
Paclfic Raitroad ompany et al.—Judge Cardozo yes-
terday rendered the following opinion and decislon
on the motions in this case, which were arguned
before him about two weeks since:—

Cardozo, J«I shall not follow the counsel over the
extended fleld of discussion in which they Indulged
on argument of the motions In these cases. The
statement of a very few plain and well recognized
propositiona is all that I8 necessary to dispose of the
questions really involved. My views may be briefy
expressed as follows:— i

Wrst—Even If my reflection and examination led

me to a different opinlon (which they do not), Ishould
niot feel at liberty to deny the existence of the juris-
diction which 1t 18 sought to have the court entertain
in these actions, since the point has been fully and
iistinetly decided by the General Term of this court
In Grimth va, Scott, cited on the argument, My views
aveord with declalon; but In any event I
should consider mysell bound to follow it, In toat
case Judge #aid, I think there can be no
doubt but that & citizen of this State can malntain
un actlon against a forelgn corporation for any cause
connected with the recovery or protection to his
properiy or righta in sald corporation.” J Leon-
nrd in the sawe case held that this court +* not
the power to réemove or appoint the trustees or
directors of a forel corporation, but it can enjoin
thelr action when illegal or when lcll.nalfuudutenu;
or unlawfully If they are personally within our juris-
diction." Theae remarks are apposite to the present
suita and dispose of the polnt as to jurisdiction
ralsed by the defendants' connsel.

Second—The lssue of

complalned of was witra vires,

-nine thousand shares
Nelther the corpora-
l.wl:‘ nor Il.tnn directors rll::i In any view l.tu: ﬂgh: !tl‘.l)
make certiicates purporting to represent cap
Mkfu'mch had not in fact been subscribed and
paid for, and to put them In the mark
sell thern below par, If they migh
them at a disconnt of one or two oent, they might
sell them at [ty per cent or any greater discount,
It Is not a question of good faith or of honest inten-
tion or of wise policy or skiiful or disoreet manage-
ment upon the part of the directors; it 18 question of

wer. Every r lssued purporting to represent
e lnrlctuoe:mwuwuam

stock which cer-
tificate, and the directors were not

ling the case are so
n;utn the citation of suthorities to
The statute passed by the
Shons Sotlly e set ol s The State of
fowa lLas not exclusive ]nﬂduw over this cor-

n:nuol. The certificates do not purport to repre-
nt stock of the original created by the
of lows, but uwtmum
tion and the one formed under the llﬂofm
T 1 o it it B o LT
° n T a8
hln.l:l #ct of either alone will not ald the defend-
an
—1 sge no reason why injunction should
have issued 1o restrain the except 80
far as the 49,000 ¥ are concerned.
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D Pttt ey niat damages T8 favr o
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COURT CALENDAR—THIS DAY.

UXITRD STATES DISTRIOT QOUNT-<IN ADMIRALTY. —
Nos. 24, &s, 2, 50, 91, 43, 45

SUCKBME OuURT—ONANBNRR, -~ Noa. 11, 101,
1;-. 1::. 124, 129, 125, 120, 137, 437, 190, 147, 148,
1o, LUk

104,
181,

pankruptey, tn rexard |

REAL

ESTATE MATTERS.

mhlu'ﬂtﬂhddn?m-
Yesterday showed something of a revival in real

erable. The general features of the market rematm
about thie same—prices ‘fuir, bldding moderste and

an Inoreasing mdmwuﬂ, close
of the season, being the charao Below
are given the sales:— =
Mansion .“n‘tma. "!;:m o
Goodkind, £25,608

S ekt
Frame mud;h’ﬁ'&'i&hh.’iﬁﬂ'?i'h each iz
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New York Exc
BY JOENBON AND MILLER.

§lots
d L

8 lots on 10th av,
oach 9018710, B Willls, ench. . . coiveeeiunieceaciiinnns
2 luta & o slde of Columbia s, 575 ft from Plerropont,

4 frame housss nnd lots, Noa 46 and 47 Hicks st, bet

each

fr
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I nod Cranberry sta, plot
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Three story brick house and lol, s & of Dograw st, 880 fu
from Amith sty B A GEaY. .coovavnicirnarssrsannsess - 10,008

The following sales were made at the City Sales-
room, Brooklyn:—

Brick house and lat §H4
son s,

Four gores and one frame
Huw:
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Three lots on e s of Howard av, corner of Douglas sty

lot 18,6470,

| PR
Brick bullding and
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L
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ree atory b houss and 281 He:
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'lhrne‘:lm brick house sud lot 11 W Bultio st, 505 ft
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G Mighnmn

pect, lot J
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—_—
Transfers of Real Estate.

T

We give below a list of the ofMcial transfers and
leases recorded yesterday In this city, Kings county,
N. Y., and Hudson county, N. J., and ln Weatchester
county on Wednesday:— ;

NEFERS IN NEW YORK OITY.
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